Abstract. It-clefts and wh-clefts (both basic and reversed) function as a rhetorical device by which authors negotiate an intersubjective position for themselves in relation to heteroglossic diversity. The representation of one of the clause elements as a semantic gap in the cleft clause opens up the utterance to heteroglossic negotiation. The establishment of the identity of that clause element by the clefted constituent closes down discussion. This study compares what types Qf clause elements are represented as semantic gaps in the cleft clauses of each of these three cleft constructions in the FLOB corpus of written British English, and finds that there are distinctive patterns of intersubjective positioning for each cleft type. These reflect, among other things, the different kinds of prominence each cleft type gives to its clefted constituent.
Introduction. No utterance occurs in isolation.
It is preceded by other utterances that have been spoken or written earlier and it anticipates prospective utterances which may respond to it. Each utterance occurs thus against a background of other utterances with which it enters into a relationship of one kind or another. Seen from this Bakhtinian perspective ( 1986) , then, all verbal communication is heteroglossic, i.e. it is oriented in some way in a social context where other utterances have been or could have been expressed, and speakers and writers position themselves in relation to this heteroglossic diversity in various ways. They may, for instance, choose to ignore diversity altogether by asserting a positive declarative statement, such as An electrical fault caused the delay. On the other hand, they may choose to acknowledge the possibility of the existence of alternative positions, by, for instance, modifying their utterance with a modal expression of probability, such as might in An electrical fault might have caused the delay, which recognises that there may be other reasons for the delay.
Within appraisal theory, developed by Martin (2000) and White (White and Don 2001 and White 2003) , the meanings speakers and writers express to ignore or acknowledge heteroglossic diversity and to position themselves within that diversity belong to the system of engage-223 ment. As well as modal expressions of probability, these include, for instance, expressions of reality phase, e.g. It seems that an electrical fault might have caused the delay, hearsay or attribution to an identified source, e.g. They/Williams said an electrical fault caused the delay, proclamation, e.g. An electrical fault did cause the delay, and expressions of expectation, Of course, an electrical fault caused the delay, and counterexpectation, e.g. Amazingly, an electrical fault caused the delay. These are just a few of the ways in which speakers and writers may make their utterances subject to heteroglossic negotiation by recognising the existence of possible divergent positions.
In this study I would like to add another type of linguistic construction to the list of resources by which speakers and writers relate their utterances to heteroglossic diversity. These are cleft constructions such as it-clefts, as in (la) and wh-clefts, as in (lb) and (lc). (I will refer to wh-clefts such as ( 1 b) as basic wh-clefts and wh-clefts such as ( 1 c) as reversed wh-clefts, respectively).
(1) (a) It was an electrical fault that caused the delay. My aim is (i) to show that these three cleft constructions function as a heteroglossic rhetorical strategy by which speakers and writers both recognise the existence of divergent positions and negotiate an intersubjective space for themselves within that diversity; and (ii) to compare what kinds of intersubjective positioning the three cleft types are used to negotiate. First, in section 2, I will show how all three cleft constructions function as a heteroglossic rhetorical strategy in discourse. Then, in section 3, I will briefly describe some of the differences among these three cleft constructions. Finally, in section 4, I will compare what kinds of intersubjective positions the three clefts negotiate in a corpus of written British English.
The three types of cleft constructions in ( 1) In what way, then, do these complex clause constructions function as a heteroglossic rhetorical strategy which both recognises the existence of divergent positions and also negotiates an intersubjective space for the authorial position within that diversity? Each cleft construction contains a cleft clause and a clefted constituent. The cleft clause, i.e. what/that caused the delay, because of its status as a dependent clause, presents part of the information, i.e. that "something caused the delay" as presupposed and not at issue, and the remaining clause element, the clefted constituent, an electrical fault, is highlighted in contrast. 3 The cleft clause also leaves open the identity of one of its clause elements by referring to it by a pronoun.'~ In the examples of clefts in ( 1) above, it is the identity of a person, thing or state of affairs which "caused the delay" that is left open. One of the chief characteristics of cleft constructions is, then, that they contain a cleft clause which is an open proposition with a semantic gap (Geluykens 1988:827) . The semantic function of these cleft clauses is thus to represent a variable for which the identity of the unidentified clause element can be specified as its value. (Declerck 1984 (Declerck :252, 1988 (Declerck :3f., 10, 1994 . Thus, as any candidate may be referred to by the pronoun in the cleft clause, the cleft clause implicitly acknowledges the existence of alternative positions, i.e. that there may be several possible causes for the delay, and thereby opens up the utterance to heteroglossic negotiation. In the superordinate clause of the cleft, however, the identity of the clause element referred to by the pronoun in the cleft clause is provided by the clefted constituent. This is specified by the copula be as the value Which satisfies the definition in the variable. By supplying the identity of the missing clause element in the cleft clause, the superordinate clause in the cleft closes down negotiation and asserts the authorial position in preference to any other. It specifies one specific item in preference to all other possible candidates that might satisfy the variable, and thereby implies a contrast between the value selected and the potential ones that are not. The semantic function of specifying a value for a variable thus creates an exclusive and exhaustive implicature, i.e. it implies that there is one value and one value only which satisfies the variable (Halliday 1967 :225, 1994 :42, Declerck 1984 :271, 1988 :25f., and 1994 :216, Huddleston 1988 :462, Collins 1991 :69, Delin 1990 :19f., M. Johansson 2002 :33 and Huddleston and Pullum 2002 :1416 . In the clefts in (1), then, the clefted constituent an electrical fault, is specified exclusively as the value of the variable "something or someone caused the delay" and thereby asserted as the one and only cause of the delay. 5 To sum up, then, the three cleft constructions in ( 1) allow the speaker or writer both to acknowledge the possibility of the existence of divergent positions and also to express his or her own position in contrast to these positions. In each of their complex clause structures, then. the cleft clause acknowledges the possible existence of several alternative positions by representing it as a variable which may be satisfied by more than one candidate. The superordinate clause expresses the authorial position in preference to all other alternative positions by specifying one particular item or set of items, which satisfies the definition in the variable. Within the framework of appraisal, then, cleft constructions may be considered dialogistical/y contractive, i.e. they "act to challenge, fend off or restrict the scope of such [dialogically alternative positions]" (Martin 2003:262) . They represent the internal voice of the text, that of the writer or speaker in preference to all other positions, and this is a rhetorical strategy used by speakers and writers to increase the argumentative force of what they are saying. In contrast to a simple declarative SVO clause such as, An electrical fault caused the delay which merely expresses the proposition "that an electrical fault caused the delay", and ignores heteroglossic diversity. the cleft constructions in ( 1 ), What caused the delay was an electrical fault. An electrical fault was what caused the delay. It was an electrical fault that caused the delay, increase the rhetorical force of the authorial position on causality by both acknowledging the possibility of the existence of alternative causes and also closing down discussion by asserting that one item, w1 electrical fault, is the cause in contrast to all other alternative causes.
Having established, then, that cleft constructions are a heteroglossic rhetorical strategy, I will now go on to examine some of the differences among the three types of clefts in (I).
3. It-clefts and wh-clefts compared. Although each of the three clefts in (I) contains a cleft clause and clefted constituent linked by the copula be, there are a number of significant differences among these constructions. First, wh-clefts are usually reversible and it-clefts are not. In it-clefts, then. the clefted constituent is always the complement of the copula and the subject pronoun it. In wh-clefts, on the other hand, the clefted constituent may be either the subject or complement of the copula. In Hallidayan terms, the it-cleft is a predicating structure and the wh-cleft is an equative structure (Halliday 1967 , Collins 1991 . The former gives the clefted constituent prominence of a textual nature, i.e. it draws attention to its status as the starting point of the message by predicating it as the complement of it and the copula be. The latter gives the clefted constituent prominence of an ideational nature, i.e. it draws attention to the information it represents by equating it with a definition of its content. 6 Second, as well as giving different kinds of prominence to their clefted constituents, there are also differences in what is clefted in the three cleft types. Corpus studies (e.g. , Delin 1989 , Collins 1991 , Johansson 2002 7 have recorded differences both in the forms and functions of the clefted constituents and also in the coreferential pronouns in the cleft clause. In it-clefts the clefted constituents are usually an NP, a PP, an adverb phrase or an adverbial clause. 8 The coreferential pronouns in the cleft clause are usually that, which, or who and they most frequently have the syntactic function of either subject or adverbialY In basic wh-clefts the clefted constituents are usually either a clause (finite or non finite) or an NP. 10 The coreferential pronouns in the cleft clause are nearly always what and they most frequently have the syntactic function of object, sometimes of subject. 11 In reversed whclefts, the clefted constituents are nearly always an NP. In fact, the clefted constituents tend very frequently to be the anaphoric demonstratives that or this, which have what Halliday and Hasan ( 1976:66) call extended text reference to a chunk of the preceding text. 12 The coreferential pronouns in the cleft clause are usually what, why, where, or how and they most frequently have the syntactic function of either object or adverbiai.l3 The clefted constituents in wh-clefts and it-clefts tend thus to highlight different types of semantic relations (Downing 2002:248-250 Finally, the three cleft constructions differ in the thematic ordering of their cleft clause and clefted constituents, and also in the types of given/new information each of these represents. In it-clefts the pronoun it is in initial position followed by the copula and clefted constituent and then the cleft clause. Since the theme is usually identified as the element that comes first in the clause (Halliday 1994:38) , it may therefore be regarded as the theme of the it-cleft. 16 However, as it has very little semantic content, and the theme is, according to Halliday's definition, for instance, "the point of departure of the message: it is that with which the clause is concerned" (Halliday 1994:37) , many analyses (e.g. Eggins 1994 :294, Martin, Matthiessen and Painter 1997 :34, Downing and Locke 2002 regard the clefted constituent as the real theme and the it-cleft is seen as a predication of the theme. Two chief types of information structure have been distinguished in it-clefts: new information in the clefted constituent and old in the cleft clause (stressed focus it-clefts according to Prince ( 1978:896) , and topic clause clefts according to Hedberg (1990:135ff.) ) or old information in the clefted constituent and new in the cleft clause (information-presupposition it-clefts according to Prince ( 1978:898) , and comment-clause clefts according to Hedberg (1990: l35ff.) ).
In basic wh-clefts, the cleft clause is thematic and the clefted constituent is rhematic. The former therefore usually represents given information and the latter newsworthy information. In reversed wh-clefts, on the other hand, the clefted constituent is thematic and the cleft clause is rhematic. The former therefore usually represents given information, whereas the latter is more likely to contain some newsworthy information (Prince 1978 , Delin l989:217f. and 1990 , Collins 1991 : ll7f., Biber et a/. 1999 :962, M. Johansson 2002 . However, as it is also a dependent clause, its content is downranked in information value, and it may have very little new informational content at all (Collins 1991: 145) .
Because of their different types of clefted constituents, the different types of prominence they give to their clefted constituents and the differences in their thematic ordering and information value, the three cleft types tend to be used for different discourse functions, and, consequently, the frequency in which they are used in different registers has been found to differ somewhat It-clefts are typically used to express a contrast, and the contrast is often quite explicit (Prince 1978 :890, Jones and Jones 1985 :5, Sornicola 1988 :366, Collins 1991 :182, Biber et al. 1999 . Further, as they place the clefted constituent early in the clause, they are often used to express a connection with the preceding text and thereby mark a transition from this to the following segment of discourse (Hedberg 1990:211 ff., Biber et at. 1999:962) . Because of their contrastive function and also because of their similarity to impersonal constructions with it, it-clefts often occur in persuasive and opinionative text types (Collins 1991: 182) . They are also used more frequently in writing than speech, most probably because they can be used by the writer to direct the reader to interpret the information in the clefted constituent as a marked, newsworthy theme, whereas in speech this could be indicated by intonation (Collins 1991: 182) .
Basic wh-clefts are typically used to highlight newsworthy information (Prince 1978 , De lin 1990 :26, Hedberg 1990 :41, Collins 1991 : 213, Biber eta/. 1999 :963, Johansson 2002 , or to return to old information after a digression (Hedberg 1990:41 ) . Collins, for instance, observes that basic wh-clefts follow a linear progression from non-news to news and "function as an interpersonal 'tracking' device within the flow of discourse". Downing and Locke (2002:250) list three major functions of basic wh-clefts in discourse: to introduce new topics, to refer retrospectively to a precious part of the discourse, and to correct a previous statement Basic wh-clefts have been found to occur frequently in opinionative text types (G6mez-Gonzalez 2001:328) and they are used more often in speech than writing (Collins 1991: l78f) .
Reversed wh-clefts, on the other hand, are typically used to either comment on, draw conclusions from or merely repeat or summarise information which has already been conveyed by the text or which may be inferred by its context (Prince 1978 , Delio 1990 :26 Hedberg 1990 :42, Collins 1991 : ll7f., Biber et al. 1999 :962, M. Johansson 2002 . ~ollins ( 1991: 181) notes that "the text-anaphoric function of the theme,
In conjunction with the exclusive equation of this item with backgrounded material in the relative clause, provides the construction with a special 'internal referencing' function. Reversed pseudo-clefts contain minimal 'news' having an almost clicheic quality (as in that's what hapPened, that's what he said) which enables them to draw together various threads of the text" Reversed wh-clefts have been found to occur more frequently in speech than in writing and they are often used in informal registers between people of equal and intimate status. In writing they are Used most frequently in fiction, where there is a lot of constructed dialogue (Collins 1991: 178-189 ).
Thus, although all three clefts are used to express an authorial position against a background of heteroglossic diversity, they tend to highlight different areas of experience, and to give different kinds of prominence to this experience. This means that they also have different discourse functions which are reflected in a certain degree of register variationY In the next section I will go on to examine what types of authorial positions each of the clefts is used to express. The FLOB was compiled in 1991 and contains one million words of written British English. 18 The corpus is the same size and is based on the same text type classification as the Lancaster-Oslo/Bergen corpus (LOB) of British English (1961 In sum, then, about a third of the semantic gaps in the it-clefts in the corpus are the identity of an Agent, slightly fewer than a third are the identity of either a Temporal or Spatial Location, and the remaining semantic gaps are the identity of the Evaluated, Goal, Instrument or Reason. It appears from this, then, that a very large proportion (about two thirds altogether) of the it-clefts in the corpus express authorial positions concerned with establishing agency or location. How does this relate to the chief properties of it-clefts noted above, i.e. the fact that they give textual prominence to people, things and circumstances, they are typically contrastive and often mark transitions between stages of discourse? First, agency and location are semantic relations which frequently have thematic status in the clause. Agents are often realised as subjects, and as such they occur in initial position in simple declarative clauses. Similarly, temporal or spatial adverbials are also frequently placed initially in the clause (Downing and Locke 2002:230) . It appears, then, that as the type of prominence given to the clefted constituents of it-clefts is of a textual nature, i.e. attention is drawn to their status as themes, the semantic relations that are most frequently opened up to heteroglossic negotiation by it-clefts are those which otherwise would normally have thematic status in the clause and therefore have little textual prominence. By establishing the identity of these relations against a background of heteroglossic diversity, the it-cleft increases their rhetorical force while maintaining their thematic status in the message.
Second, agency involves the assignment of responsibility for a certain state of affairs or activity, and is therefore often placed in a relation of contrast to other relations which are not held responsible. As it-clefts are typically contrastive in function, they are often used for this purpose. This is reflected in the high frequency of it-clefts found in persuasive and opinionative written texts, mentioned above. The clefts in (9) and (10), for instance, which occur in an editorial and in an expository text concerned with religious matters, respectively, both express explicitly contrastive authorial positions concerning what or who is responsible for activity in the cleft clause. Finally, agency and location are central semantic features, and changes in these features, i.e. in the protagonists in the activity or in the temporal or spatial setting, often mark new stages in the discourse. The frequency of it-clefts establishing the identity of the agent of the activity or its temporal or spatial setting is thus a reflection of the fact that itclefts are often used as transitional devices. The cleft in ( 11 ) , for instance, introduces a new topic in a sports report by highlighting the agent. The cleft in (12) , for instance, introduces a new development in a narrative by highlighting a change in its temporal location, and the clefts in (13) ( 12) And talking of Blake, his cryptic note about nest eggs and cuckoos was hardly a sandman. I puzzled over and analysed the wording, like some fanatic doing The Times crossword, just to make sure my initial interpretation was correct. By around four thirty a.m. I had come to the conclusion that it probably was, but then stewed over how the hell Sexton thought I could find where Stover had stashed his savings (provided there were any, of course, and that Stover had not blown them on some extravagance or other we hadn't yet caught up with-like other ladies, or the down payment on a motorbike or car, or whatever), if he, Whetstone and the whole of the Dorset force had not been able to trace them. By Sexton's cryptic 'clue', I assumed they must have tried all the more likely places, like Stover's home, banks, building societies and so on. So I guessed that all I was left with, thanks very much, were unlikely places, which at the most conservative of estimates, just had to add up to a few billion alternatives. In sum, then, almost half of the semantic gaps in the basic wit-clefts in the corpus are the identity of a Mental Concept, Message, Activity or Possession, and slightly less than the remaining half are the identity of the Evaluated. It appears, then, that on the one hand, many of the basic wh-clefts in the corpus express authorial positions concerned with establishing the identity of mental concepts, verbal communication, activities, etc., and, on the other hand, many are concerned with evaluations of various kinds. How does this relate to the chief properties of basic wh-clefts noted above, i.e. the fact that they give ideational prominence to nonhuman experience, and that this is typically newsworthy information such as a new topic or a correction of what has been conveyed earlier? First, Mental Concept, Message, Activity or Possession are concepts which define how nonhuman experience enters our consciousness, is communicated verbally, is an activity of some kind, or is just generally something owned or shared. These definitions, then, give ideational prominence to the informational content of the clefted constituents by defining its contextual status. Further, their rhetorical force is increased by the fact that these definitions are negotiated against a background of heteroglossic diversity. This type of basic wh-cleft is often used, for instance, to present newsworthy information which explains, clarifies, or corrects, etc. what has been conveyed earlier. The basic wh-cleft in ( 19a), for instance, which occurs in a text on religious matters in the corpus, presents information to clarify the current topic of the text; the basic wh-cleft in ( 19b ), which also occurs in a text on religious matters, presents information to interpret a quotation; the basic wh-cleft in ( 19c ), which occurs in constructed dialogue in the fiction category, presents a correction of what the character said earlier; and the basic wh-cleft in ( 19d), which occurs in a review in the press category, presents the writer's standpoint concerning the topic. 24 (19) (a) There is a principle here which we are prepared to acknowledge in other spheres, but which apparently we do not always apply to our spiritual life. No lover would offer his girl a bouquet of artificial flowers-though there are some very lifelike creations-and they would last longer! No art expert is fooled by the most clever reproduction of a masterpiece-or by a daub claimed to be 'art' in the latest fashion! No musical virtuoso can be 'explained' in terms of his perfected technique alone.
What we are concerned with here is what Dr Fosdick called "The Principle of Released Power".
And he goes on to say: "Power is primarily a matter not of self-generation but of appropriation. Not strenuous activity but hospitable receptivity is the ultimate source of energy." That was Paul's liberating discovery. (D 12 111) (b) He is the author of that seeming paradox, "Work out your own salvation with fear and trembling, for it is God who works in you to will and to act according to his good purpose." What Paul is saying is that, having come to the end of our resources, God in Christ supplied the missing impetus. But having now divine resources, we must use them. We cannot initiate the new life, but we must cooperate in its fulfilment. Christian discipleship never can be a laid-back affair. (D 12 132) (c) "You must be joking. I'm always referred to their legal department." He took the point, though she could sense that he didn't appreciate it being made so forcefully. Tactlessness-and instant regret-were such a regular feature of her life that she automatically backtracked, adding quickly: "What I mean is, they've been less helpful than they could have been." (Kl7 108) (d) Oral poetry presupposes illiteracy on the part of the audience no less than the minstrel. Since by its very nature it has no universally fixed text, how can one address the material using the conventional critical armamentarium? The printed grapheme is vastly different from the ephemeral phoneme. In Havelock's words, "oral language does not fossilize". Second, evaluations often form the perspective from which newsworthy information is presented, and their most typical position is initial position preceding the evaluated information (Biber 1999:971 ) . In this position the evaluation has thematic status and is presented as shared background knowledge which is difficult to challenge (Hunston and Thompson 2000:9) . It appears, then, that basic wh-clefts are very frequently used to present newsworthy information from an evaluative perspective (about half of the total number of basic wh-clefts express evaluative positions, see Table 2 ). This is perhaps not surprising considering that in basic wh-clefts the cleft clause which represents the evaluation is in initial position. Furthermore, by negotiating the identity of these evaluated relations against a background of heteroglossic diversity, the basic wh-cleft increases the rhetorical force of the evaluative standpoint they represent. This is also probably one reason for the high frequency of basic wh-clefts found in opinionative spoken text types (G6mez-Gonzalez 200 l :328). The basic wh-clefts in the corpus often express authorial positions evaluating the desirability, necessity, salience, probability, or general positive or negative value, etc. of the information they present. The basic wh-cleft in (20) for instance, which evaluates desirability, is a quoted comment in a news report.
(20) Licensed victuallers' association officials say breweries have used a Monopolies and Mergers Commission decision to cut the number of pubs they run as an excuse to boost rents and scrap maintenance agreements in their remaining premises. Jim Haybum, spokesman for the Macclesfield and Congleton LVA, said: ''The new leases are a recipe for bankruptcy. Rents are going up astronomically while the breweries at the same time are divesting themselves of responsibility for care and maintenance. It will mean that prices will rise, hundreds of pubs will no longer be viable and many landlords will be forced out of their livelihoods. In sum, then about a third of the semantic gaps in the reversed wh-clefts in the corpus are the identity of Activity, Attribute or Message, about a third are the identity of a Reason or Instrument, and about a sixth are the identity of the Evaluated. It appears, then, that like basic wh-clefts, many of the reversed wh-clefts in the corpus express authorial positions concerned with establishing the identity of activities, verbal communication, etc., and some express positions concerned with evaluations of various kinds. Further, unlike basic wh-clefts, many of the reversed whclefts in the corpus express authorial positions concerned with defining why or how certain relations come about. How do these authorial positions relate to the properties of reversed wh-clefts noted above, i.e. the fact that they give ideational prominence to most types of experience, 25 and that they are typically used to summarise, comment on and draw conclusions from information already conveyed in the text? First, Activity, Attribute and Message, are concepts which define an activity of some kind, how something is to be described or classified, or how it is communicated verbally. These definitions, then, give ideational prominence to the informational content of the clefted constituents by defining their contextual status, and they are placed in end focus by the rhematic status of the cleft clause. This type of reversed wh-cleft is often used to summarise information conveyed earlier in the discourse. By negotiating the definition against a background of heteroglossic diversity, then, the reversed wh-cleft increases its summative effect. This is probably one reason why reversed wh-clefts are often used in speech and in constructed dialogue in fiction (Collins 1991: 178-189) . Here, they are often used to monitor the discourse by confirming, questioning or denying actions, chunks of text, or descriptions which have been conveyed earlier in the text, such as the clefts in (29), which all occur in constructed dialogue in the fiction category of the corpus. 5. Conclusion. In this study I have claimed that it-clefts, basic whclefts and reversed wh-clefts function as a dialogistically contractive heteroglossic rhetorical strategy, i.e. they increase the argumentative force of what is being said by both recognising the possible existence of alternative divergent positions and at the same time asserting one authorial position in preference to all other alternatives. This rhetorical effect is created by the complex clause structure of the cleft construction, which consists of a cleft clause and a superordinate clause. The cleft clause makes way for heteroglossic negotiation of the utterance by leaving open the identity of one of its clause elements and thereby inferring that it is possible for any candidate to fill this semantic gap. The superordinate clause, on the other hand, closes down negotiation by exclusively identifying the one and only item that fills the semantic gap. There are, however, significant differences between it-clefts, basic wh-clefts and reversed wh-clefts, including the types of relations they highlight in their clefted constituents, the kinds of prominence they give to these relations, and the functions they are used for in discourse. The comparison of the semantic gaps in the cleft clauses of the three clefts in the FLOB corpus showed that, although there is some overlap (all three clefts have, for instance, semantic gaps for the identity of the Evaluated), there are also some differences in the types of relations they open to heteroglossic negotiation. Thus, although all three clefts share the function of heteroglossic rhetorical strategy, they tend to be used to express different types of authorial positions. Very broadly speaking, then, it-clefts, which give a textual kind of prominence to the informa-tion they highlight, chiefly express authorial positions concerned with establishing thematic relations of agency or location in time or space. Wh-clefts, which give an ideational type of prominence to the information they highlight, chiefly express authorial positions concerned with either defining or evaluating their information content. Basic wh-clefts, where the cleft clause is thematic and whose discourse function is usually to present newsworthy information, are most frequently evaluative. Reversed wh-clefts, where the cleft clause is rhematic, and whose discourse function is usually to summarise, comment on or draw conclusions from old information, are more often defining. The information in the dependent clause cannot, for instance, be challenged by a tag question, e.g.
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• What caused the delay was an electrical fault, didn't it? *It was an electrical fault that caused the delay. didn't it? For a discussion of presuppositions in clefts, see e.g. Del in (1989: 17) , Hedberg (1990: 145ff.) ., Collins (1991 :97), Gundel 2001 and Johansson (2002:30f.) 4 For convenience, I will use the label pronoun to refer to all the different types of words which introduce the cleft clause and which are coreferential with the clefted constituent. This includes where, why, how etc., which are not'normally included in this word class. sThrough the Mood structure of the superordinate clause, i.e. the finite verb, its subject, and any optional mood adjuncts (Halliday 1994:71 ff.) , it is possible to negotiate and modify the expression of the authorial position by interpersonal meanings. The value-variable specification may be negotiated by varying the type of clause (interrogative, negative vs. affirmative clause 
